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REVISED SCHEDULE FOR THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND REVIEW PROCESS 


ON THE YUKON PORTION OF THE ALASKA HIGHWAY GAS, PIPELINE PROJECT 
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SUBJECT: , Revised Schedule for the Environmental Assessment 
Review Process on the Yukon Portion of the Alaska ¥W 
Gas Pipeline Project. 


Recently, the Northern Pipeline Agency advised this office of a 
change in the projected schedule for submission of documents by 
Foothills Pipe Lines (South Yukon) Limited for review under the 
Environmental Assessment and Review Process. 


Given the following tentative dates for Foothills' submissions to go 
to the NPA for review and the fact that, in some cases, revisions 
may be made after the NPA review, then roughly two to three weeks 
should be added to the dates to establish the timing of submissions 
to the Panel office. 


The Panel has directed that Foothills’ submissions be reviewed by 
Panel staff for deficiencies and that, if need be, a deficiency 
letter be issued. Upon receipt of adequate responses on major 
deficiencies, the Panel will announce dates for the final technical 
hearings under the Environmental Assessment and Review Process. 
Available information indicates that the earliest dates for the 
commencement of the technical hearings would be early December, 
1981. 


ESTIMATED TIMING OF FOOTHILLS' SUBMISSIONS TO NPA 


1.1 Introduction to Addenda June 15, 1981 - presently 
under revision 


2.1 Project Description June 15, 1981 - presently 
under revision 


3.0 Alternate Routes 


3.1 Ibex NPA and Panel Review 
complete 

3 , 2 “ iT] i u 

3.3 Marsh Lake - Squanga Lake July 31, 1981 

3.4 Swift/Rancheria August 15, 1981 

3.5 Kluane Lake August 31, 1981 


4.0 Geotechnical, Hydrological 
Design Mode, and Revegetation 


Issues 

4.1 Alternative Design Modes August 31, 1981 
Rec'd: July 3! B! BOREAL INSTITUTB 
Order No.: 


eae sae Canada 
Ace. No: Canada: Ea cnettnte 46388 


4.2 Frost Heave/Frost August 31, 1981 
Settlement 

4.3 Slope Stability August 31, 198] 

4.4 Design Concepts for Dealing August 15, 1981 


with Stream- flow 


4.5 Design and Construction August 31, 1981 
for Watercrossings 

4.6 Plans for Dealing with August 31, 1981 
Icing 

4.7 Revegetation Plan July ols 198) 


5.0 Fisheries, Wildlife and 
Scheduling Issues 
5.1 Development of Project August 15, 1981 
Construction Schedules 
(Factors Considered) 


5.2 Development of Construction August 15, 198] 
Schedules (Factors Considered) 

5.3 Design and Use of Culverts August 31, 198] 

5.4 Exploitation of Fish & August 15, 1981 
Wildlife 


6.0 Issues Related to Pipeline 
Facilities 


6.1 Location of Pipeline August 15, 1981 
Facilities (Factors 
Considered) 

6.2 Waste Disposal Plan August 15, 1981 

7.0 Other Issues 

7.1 Recreational Land Use August 15, 1981 
and Aesthetics 

7.2 Other Projects August 15, 1981 

7.3 Noise August 31, 198] 

7.4 Contingency Plans August 31, 198] 


If there are questions on this, please contact the undersigned at 
819-997-1000. 


Patrick Duffy 

Secretary 

Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline Project 
Environmental Assessment Panel 


“Ratu Muffy. 


Distribution: Technical Review Agencies 
Organized Public Groups 
Media 


BACKGROUNDER 


A REPORT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL 
ON THE YUKON PUBLIC HEARINGS 


ALASKA HIGHWAY GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


l. INTRODUCTION 
THE PROJECT PROPOSAL 


The Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline Project, a proposal by Foothills 
Pipe Lines (South Yukon) Limited, involves the construction of 

a large-diameter, buried, gas transmission pipeline and ancillary 
structures in southern Yukon. The pipeline is part of a larger 
system intended to carry natural gas from Alaska to the lower 48 
States. The Canadian portion of the system would pass through 


Yukon, British Columbia, Alberta and Saskatchewan. 


The proposed route is approximately 818 km long and parallels the 
Alaska Highway from Beaver Creek (Yukon-Alaska border) in the north, 
to Watson Lake (Yukon-British Columbia border) in the south 


(Figure 1). 


Major departures from the Alaska Highway occur in the Kluane Lake 
area, at the Ibex Pass near Whitehorse, the Mt. Michie-Squanga area 
east of Whitehorse, and the Rancheria Valley. From the Alaska 
border to approximately Whitehorse (375 km), the pipe will have 

an outside diameter of 1219 mm (48 inches). For the remainder of 
the route, the pipe will have an outside diameter of 1422 mm 

(56 inches) to eventually accommodate a planned tie-in with a gas 
pipeline from the Mackenzie Delta (the "Dempster Lateral Pipeline"). 
It is proposed that the most northerly 46 km of the Alaska Highway 


Gas Pipeline in Yukon will carry gas chilled below te 


On nnee 30, 1976, Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Limited applied to 
the National Energy Board for a Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity to construct the pipeline system as described. The 
Board studied the application and the route as well as the proposed 
Mackenzie Valley Pipeline routes and issued its report on July 4, 
1977. It approved the Foothills proposal conditional upon the 
filing of an application by July 1, 1979 for a Dempster Lateral 
Pipeline to transport Mackenzie Delta gas to the Alaska Highway Gas 


Pipeline, connecting near Whitehorse. 


Also on August 30, 1976, Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Limited applied 
to the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development for a 
grant of interests in lands in Yukon for a right-of-way on which to 


build the proposed Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline. 


THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND REVIEW PROCESS 


= 


The bulk of the Yukon portion of the proposed route passes through 
federal lands which, under the Territorial Lands Act, are administered 
by the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development. Because 
the project requires the granting of a right-of-way through federally 
administered lands, and because the project has the potential for a 
Significant environmental impact, it was Meter CUrtS the Minister of 
the Environment by the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern 
Development on March 21, 1977 fot an assessment oPtie environmental 
impact. Shortly thereafter, an Environmental Assessment Panel was 


established under the chairmanship of Dr. H.M. Hill. 


Because of major decisions facing government on competing pipeline 
proposals in the fall of 1977, the Panel was not able to undertake a 
normal review of the environmental implications of the project at 
that time. Instead, the Panel reviewed existing data, sought public 
and professional opinion through hearings held in Yukon and submitted 
an Interim Report on July 27, 1977. It was understood that, if the 
Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline Project was still a contender after 
decisions on competing proposals were made, the formal environmental 


assessment and review procedure would apply. 


In its Interim Report, the Panel concluded that "the proposed 
pipeline can be constructed and operated in an environmentally 
aacemran ls manner" subject to certain specified conditions related 
to environmental planning, routing around sensitive areas and 
development of mitigative measures to solve environmental problems 
associated with ice-rich permafrost. It was noted that an elevated 
mode, which was not addressed at the hearings, might provide an 
alternative to burying a pipeline in ice-rich permafrost areas. 
Furthermore, the Panel recommended that an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the proposed Yukon pipeline route be 


completed based upon guidelines to be issued by the Panel. 


In September, 1977, the Governments of Canada and the United States 
of America decided to proceed with the project. Following this 
decision by government to authorize construction of the pipeline, 
the Panel issued in December, 1977, Guidelines for the Preparation 
of an Environmental Impact Statement. These Guidelines were 
submitted to Foothills Pipe Lines (South Yukon) Limited. The 
Guidelines specified that the organization, content and completeness 
of the EIS are the responsibility of the Proponent. Furthermore, 

in preparing the EIS, the Proponent was asked to take into 
consideration the information deficiencies identified during the 


hearings and in the 1977 Interim Report to the Minister of the 


Environment. 


ae Spe 


In tate 1978, the Initiating Department role for this project was 
transferred from the Department of Indian Affairs and Northern 
Development to the Northern Pipeline Agency as a result of the 
transfer of regulatory responsibilities. In January, 1979, the 
EIS was submitted by the Prominent to the Environmental Assessment 
Panel. Public hearings under the chairmanship of Nr. Fern Hurtubise 
were held in Yukon communities, including Whitehorse, in March and 
April of 1979. The Panel concluded (on April 28, 1979) that the 
Proponent had not provided sufficient information, on certain 
aspects of the project, to enable the panel to complete its 
environmental review at that time. The Panel prepared a second 
report requiring that the Proponent complete its assessment of the 
project. This report was transmitted to the Minister of the 


Environment and authorized for public release in September, 1979. 


In 1980, it was necessary for the panel to clarify the requirements 
in the 1979 report and this was done in two meetings attended by the 
Proponent and the Initiating Department. following these meetings, 
the panel issued a letter of clarification which detailed the 


explanations of requirements made the 1980 meetings. 


In March 1981, the Proponent submitted the first of several documents 
for review, the "Addendum to the Environmental Impact Statement for 


the Yukon Section of the Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline with Respect to 


Alternate Routes: Submission 3-1. Examination of Routing Alternatives 


for the Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline in the Whitehorse/Ibex Region” and 


Submission 3-2, "Mapped Information Requested by the Federal Environmental 


Assessment Review Office Related to the Whitehorse/Ibex Pass Region”. 


The documents were submitted as one of a series to be submitted to the 


Panel for review. Addenda within the series are divided into seven sets 


of submissions dealing with separate subject areas: 


be 
ra 


Introduction to Addenda Submissions 
Project Description and Update for Addenda Submissions 
Alternative Routes 


Geotechnical, Hydrological, Cesign Mode and Revegetation 


- Tssues. 


Fisheries, Wildlife and Scheduling Issues 
Issues Related to Pipeline Facilities 


Other Issues. 


The Panel is comprised of the following: 


Mr. 
Mr. 


. William Klassen 


.. Douglas Lacate 


Ewan Cotterill 


Chairman, Ottawa 


Hiram Beaubier Whitehorse 


. Qwen Hughes - Calgary 


Whitehorse 


Vancouver 


. Colin Wykes - Whitehorse 
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Fig. 1 Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline 
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Ibex Route 7- Ibex Route with a West Whitehorse Cut-off Route for 
First Whitehorse Route the Dempster 

First Whitehorse Route with the Scout Lake Cut-off 8- First Whitehorse Route with a West Whitehorse Cut-off 
First Whitehorse Route with the West Whitehorse 9- First Whitehorse Route 

Cut-off 10- Second Whitehorse Route 

Second Whitehorse Route ll- Second Whitehorse Route with a West Whitehorse Cut-off 
Second Whitehorse Route with the West Whitehorse (3) Numbers in brackets show routes involved with 


Cut-off - particular segments. 


ROUTES INVOLVING KLONDIKE HIGHWAY DEMPSTER CONNECTION 
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